o—- FBE A AT T

L e ——

2013/3/7

Ty
[¥ B]
Appleg& Samsung & FF#H 4 HRE K £ 2 -0

Apple ¥ Samsung B shiz g7 (Case No. 11-CV-01846-LHK) g 2012
£8P 24 p M4 T Samsung EfE A F A 4 10 BE PR E £ 150 4 W
B3t 2013 # 32 1 pArgpEi £ iR Ao

Erh o RARFESH T ERASIRE LI HE 29 2R
At A T iET ERY 7,469,381 5L &4 nz#fgz 35U.S.C. 284 igHz_>
Wi BRI TE NN E gL ARG A R R B
Samsung #Ti{# 4|5 k3t ¥ ?;«l?#‘ B AT EERT R AHIS AR
SRR £ EHE o F i Apple # &4 fv Samsung F BB 2 & o RS
WRFBEFERY £ DAER e’i%*“ mbEd o A 147 REA &
SRR ERENMLIFRFEY 8 T FIMRERETZEZEASTRTEE 4
mb5F4EF i%‘rfﬁfwﬁ ) e ) i—Samsung MR FEREEAE ST LD
B9 FHEE R o

L H HHApple G REATFRABHEY A KEFF 2 FTRLFF
S P EL %WF;FF Foiw g5t Apple B AR FRP LR PR 2 BREFE
E R X pEAE L ps 0 £ (supplemental damages) » 14 3 i 4e > 2] 4

T
f

(prejudgment interest) (W2 B> 2 F3IFF > LREAZTDT R FF @
o IE G RN S I RF P R A TR B R AR e AT A
TER -

4 %k R . Apple Inc. v. Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd. and Samsung

Electronics America, Inc. and Samsung Telecommunications, LLC., Case
No0.11-CV-01846-LHK. 2013 # 3 * 1 p -

<http://cand.uscourts.gov/applevsamsung/casedocs>

i F & RApplez Samsung”‘ﬁ;‘ﬁ‘i%’-’ﬁ"ﬁ_ﬁv

Apple ¥ Samsung e ¥ — 2 ZHEHFS (Case No. 12-CV-00630-LHK) %
Apple »> 2012 # 4 7 w2 pdk DR 0 % g L,_L 2014 & B % 1@ iT
&2 F & & Apple % Samsung SRE R RARES B LY
11 m‘w I T
FEA L Pend FrHe B¢ ¢ 7 Samsung 1 Galaxy S Il 2 Apple 1 iPhone
BAS @ AEZpAzifg 22 L& 3 QR mne #e L hd Jlahikof

ESN

AR KR

1. “Apple and Samsung told to narrow suit,” IPO Daily News. 2013 & 2 * 22
B o

2. “Apple-Samsung judge says companies must narrow suit,” Bloomberg.

2013 # 2% 21 p -
<http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2013-02-21/apple-samsung-judge-say
s-companies-must-narrow-lawsuit.html|>

G- RRE IR EE At




o- BEE A2 AT i \ \\ N
N \\\ AR AN e

2013/3/7

%W&%%&%%m&%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁié&$ 237

Vernon Minton ( {# Minton) L% - A% 3t4edg HE 2 5 2 %% 7
BARFE R R AL 3% % mﬁe—p TEXCEN - 1995 # » Minton # TEXCEN !4
% RM.stark & Co.i¢ * -2 F {7 542 1 £ 7 A > Minton = % 1 & ¢ 3>
ifazwo&ﬁaiwiapM@m(@ﬁﬁmﬁg%$wmmmn¢g@6m
554 > w2 22 g National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc. %
NASDAQ Stock Market, Inc. ({6 k2 ) #& 113735 o 208 3 2 fa g 0pF > 414
fi Minton i& & U.S.C 8102(b)** % Mpx & 32 d 3 38 4 £ & flmsc - & 409k

|74 (summary judgment) ; Minton EIJ 1 &8 TEXCEN fr’ 643 5 & JIRF 5 % 2

@ T R ks BFARL D \!}3 SN 8 A= -EF"N H# {‘T’LJJ—"?’YQ
Minton 5 = # H%A2F 7 5 BFIF & * & w3 i * U.S.C S102(b) i 3% - 3
Fep bej'i: Y E AR E M IRIES o 28 HT CAFC {2 CAFC 7 fafF
o ) - o

PLEF s o Minton 3u 5 B A E2 R AR A T AN FER AR NEAEFE
“E ka4 U.S.C S102(b) ez 36 @ ib & 3 i 20 i L RFWALA g
BT @ e G R P B 2R %Wﬁﬁﬁ’%?%ﬁ4vﬁwﬂ?ﬁé
R B i u,-}m%7 G ek > B g U BLEE AR 774 A g;gy‘
]xrt,FF' RFX AL A 3k > P 2L i Minton A gt A %Eer:'z—'r m;’ﬁ%‘fiﬁ%.&;; 1

7RI N IR A R A e A2 i o Minton %?ré’?@’-”_ FFETRE T J DR

E‘: #i2 28 U.S.C.81338(a) R &> ft. W MiZ I T 7 & ¥ {F{E > = Minton f ’F'ﬁ*utb %
AP IR B R AR X E LR 0 ARE Pl4e Y b *)-’r/z s ® o f (& Minton £ * 37
_A/L ”ﬁ’»rgzz‘]xm° L')‘]'lf’»r-g/z}xm%ﬁlbpugrb 7+-AH3P =L PES F;D"F!QL—Z };I'r]t_%&
MmW1W;%m%”¢W4§L%ﬁm1$%* RS UPEIN 9 3 X L Rl
]r;;,"‘?"qt%?, T{#ﬁi%ﬂm iy P’%,z]‘mnpk""” e ?g*gmi,] s o Luréﬁ,\w iy —r,:_,_;
EI RPN

_{_i BB EfagILis » Aw3 2005 # Grable - 27X 2% g &
B%k TR AN 2 &% LG Minton A 5k 2 ik B AR ﬁ:k’ v H g
e v ‘#" AT R ER S RFRIZAK S BREe FkamHm N E R
B {8 f‘;’iﬂ'.é‘r’ohjv-p [N g_ﬁ 2 Minton 7643 %’ig—f’f -‘Hi BT E ‘I'i;?’li&\ R
HPE VBRI F2RELVERT SRS ATIFrEF o

AL KR

1. “U.S. Supreme Court Hold That State Court Can Decide Claim of Attorney
Malpractice in Handling Patent Case,” IPO Daily News.2013 # 2 * 21 p -
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